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OPINION
PER CURIAM:

Robert and C. Nelson Berman appeal the district court's decision
affirming the bankruptcy court's determination that the judicial liens
they had obtained on the property of Appellees, Michael and Geral-
dine Forti, as aresult of consent judgments entered against the Fortis,
were not voluntary transfers under 11 U.S.C.A. § 522(g)(1) (West
1993) and could therefore be avoided as preferential transfers under
11 U.S.C.A. 8 522(h) (West 1993) and 11 U.S.C.A. § 547 (West 1993
& Supp. 1999). The Bermans had sued the Fortisin state court in
Maryland because the Fortis failed to repay a series of loans made by
the Bermans to Forti Builders, Inc. and because Michagl Forti failed
to repay a personal loan made to him by C. Nelson Berman. The loans
to Forti Builders, which had filed for bankruptcy protection, were
guaranteed by Michael and Geraldine Forti, the Vice President and
President, respectively, of Forti Builders. The liensin question arose
by operation of law after Robert and C. Nelson Berman each secured
a consent judgment against the Fortis. Shortly after the consent judg-
ments were entered, the Fortis filed for bankruptcy protection and
brought this action in the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Dis-
trict of Maryland to avoid the judicia liens on their property as pref-
erential transfers.



We have had the benefit of oral argument and have reviewed the
record, the parties briefs, and the applicable law. Because we find no
reversible error, we affirm the judgment of the district court. See
Berman v. Forti, 232 B.R. 653 (D. Md. 1999).

AFFIRMED



